In this response to the comment by Champagne-Lavau and Moreau (2013), we acknowledge the importance of ecological mentalizing assessments that allow direct interactions between the agent and the person to whom mental states are attributed. Furthermore, we clarify that our model, the 8 sources of information framework (8-SIF; Achim, Guitton, Jackson, Boutin, & Monetta, 2013) , aims to document the sources of information on which mentalizing processes can act, rather than specifying the numerous affective and cognitive processes involved in mentalizing. We argue that the sources of information that can contribute to mentalizing judgments during real or realistic interactions are included in the 8-SIF. The interaction may have an impact on the amount of information from each source that is available to the agent, but gaining additional information from a given source does not change the type of information or its classification to a specific source in the 8-SIF. The point raised by Champagne-Lavau and Moreau calls for a new comprehensive model of social cognition that focuses on the mentalizing processes, which would nicely complement our model of the sources of information on which these processes can act, the 8-SIF. raised the interesting issue of the dynamic aspect of real-life interactions and suggested that our model, the eight sources of information framework (the 8-SIF), be updated to take this consideration into account. In their comment, they highlighted the importance of the role of the person who mentalizes, making a central distinction between observers and agents directly implicated in the interaction. We can only agree with the importance of studying mentalizing processes during real social interactions, and with the importance of using tasks that reproduce realistic social interactions in which the participant is actively involved. We also agree that the cognitive and affective processes that are being recruited to support mentalizing judgments may differ-at least in terms of their degree of involvement-depending on the interactive or noninteractive nature of the task or situation. Similarly, different processes can be recruited, depending on the implicit or explicit nature of the mentalizing judgments, the degree of affective content of the situation, and the like.
In their comment on our recent article, "On What Ground Do We Mentalize? Characteristics of Current Tasks and Sources of Information That Contribute to Mentalizing Judgments" (Achim, Guitton, Jackson, Boutin, & Monetta, 2013) , Maud ChampagneLavau and Noémie Moreau (Champagne-Lavau & Moreau, 2013) raised the interesting issue of the dynamic aspect of real-life interactions and suggested that our model, the eight sources of information framework (the 8-SIF), be updated to take this consideration into account. In their comment, they highlighted the importance of the role of the person who mentalizes, making a central distinction between observers and agents directly implicated in the interaction. We can only agree with the importance of studying mentalizing processes during real social interactions, and with the importance of using tasks that reproduce realistic social interactions in which the participant is actively involved. We also agree that the cognitive and affective processes that are being recruited to support mentalizing judgments may differ-at least in terms of their degree of involvement-depending on the interactive or noninteractive nature of the task or situation. Similarly, different processes can be recruited, depending on the implicit or explicit nature of the mentalizing judgments, the degree of affective content of the situation, and the like.
Nevertheless, it is important to note that whatever the degree of interactivity of a given real-life situation, or experimental task (ecological or not), the type or "sources" of information that can serve as a basis for mentalizing judgments remain the same.
1 The interaction may have an effect on the amount of information that is available to the agent from each source, but gaining additional information from a given source does not change the type of information. For instance, a person who inquires for clarifications or moves to observe initially hidden contextual cues will gain more information, but this information pertains to the sources presented in the 8-SIF. The 8-SIF, as presented in our initial article, does not aim to explain exhaustively the processes involved in mentalizing, but rather to identify the sources of information on which these processes will act. We thus believe that the eight sources presented in our theoretical model represent a valid framework in itself. Being aware of the source of information that can contribute to these judgments and of when we are trying to manipulate the available information versus trying to keep it constant is necessary to distinguish the involvement of specific processes due to other manipulations. Some patients may have difficulties with information stemming from specific sources (Achim, Ouellet, et al., 2013) , and these difficulties should be distinguished from difficulties in the application of a given mentalizing process to otherwise wellacquired sources.
Another point raised by Champagne-Lavau and Moreau relates to the implicit versus the explicit nature of the mentalizing judgments that are assessed in different tasks. Again, we agree that this is a very important consideration, but a consideration that is distinct from the sources of information exposed in the 8-SIF. Our model specifies the input on which mentalizing acts, whereas this question relates to the output (or response) that allows us to measure mentalizing performances. In our article, we reviewed the few mentalizing tasks that had used more ecological stimuli, and we agree with Champagne-Lavau and Moreau that only a minority of these tasks allowed for direct interactions between the participant and the person to whom a mental state was attributed. Furthermore, only two of these tasks (Keysar, Barr, Balin, & Brauner, 2000; Champagne-Lavau et al., 2009 ) also happened to use an implicit index of mentalizing as opposed to most other studies that used explicit questioning.
Finding ways to measure mentalizing during real social interactions without interrupting the flow of the interaction is certainly a challenge, especially if one wishes to control for several factors that might impact the numerous processes that can be recruited. It is nonetheless very relevant, and we hope that the methods to do so will take into account the sources of information that are provided for such real-life implicit judgments, to disentangle their importance versus that of other manipulations.
The 8-SIF was developed to provide a theoretical framework to push further the development of more ecological tasks allowing us to measure mentalizing on the basis of more complete sets of information. If we all agree that such more ecological settings are necessary to build experimental tasks that would allow us to better delineate the full range of mentalizing processes in humans, the sources of information that are at the basis of these judgments will remain the same and will be congruent with those of our model. Though we are yet to fully understand the relationship between available sources of information and mentalizing processes, future models of mentalizing processes could definitely benefit from incorporating the 8-SIF.
